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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
---------------------------------------------------------------X 
In the Matter of the Application of 
Michael S. Lamonsoff, 
Petitioner, 
-against-
Google New York, 
Respondent. 
---------------------------------------------------------------------x 
NOTICE OF PETITION 
Index No.: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that upon the verified petition of MICHAEL S. 
LAMONSOFF, duly affirmed on November 27,2013, the petitioner will request this Court at 
9:30am on the 18th day of December, 2013, at the Courthouse, at 60 Centre Street, New York 
N.Y. in the Motion Support Courtroom, Room 130, for an Order pursuant to CPLR 3102(c) 
granting the following relief to petitioner: 1) disclosure to petitioner the identity and provide 
contact information for the account holder, review poster identified in the verified petition; 2) 
disclosure of all registration information in their possession custody and/or control including, 
without limitation, any electronic mail address( es), login identification date, internet protocol 
addresses (the "IP addresses") for devices connected to the Internet to identify the user's or users' 
computer( s), screen names and other identifying information, or information that may lead to 
such identifying information (all collectively the "Registration Information"), that respondent 
may have as is necessary or sufficient to identify the person or persons that posted certain entries 
regarding the name of petitioner on Google under the name "C. Connoisseur" in order for 
petitioner to pursue a contemplated defamation action in this Court or any other Court against the 
person or persons who posted such entry; 3) and such other and further relief as to this Court 
seems just and proper. 
Dated: New York, New York 
November 27, 2013 
TO: GOOGLE NEW YORK 
76 Ninth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10001 
MI H .. FF, ESQ. 
LAW " MICHAEL S. LAMONSOFF, 
PLL 
Pe" r 
80 aiden Lane, 12th Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 962-1020 
Our File No. 21584 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
----------------------------------------------------------------------X 
In the Matter of the Application of 
Michael S. Lamonsoff, 
Petitioner, 
-against-
Google N ew York, 
Respondent. 
-----------------------'--------------------------------,----------X 
VERIFIED PETITION 
Index No. 
MICHAEL S. LAMONSOFF, being duly sworn, deposes and states under the penalties of 
perjury, the following: 
1. I am a resident of the State of New York, County of New York and maintain a 
business at 80 Maiden Lane, New York, New York. I bring this Petition for pre-lawsuit 
discovery so that I may identify the author of a negative, defamatory, review posted on Google 
Reviews under a pseudonym, calling me a liar, and spreading falsehoods about my character, 
sexuality and my qualifications to practice law. 
2. Respondents maintain their office and principle place of business in New York 
County, New York. 
3. On or about November 23, 2013 a review was posted by a poster using the name 
"C. Connoisseur" that stated the following: 
Once Michael and his office found out I was gay, their representation went 
downhill real fast. I thought that was really strange since I thought Michael himself is gay. After 
it came out somehow (I don't even know how it did) I had a lot of issues getting in touch with 
them, even to get my consent to change attorney forms signed. This guy and his entire office is a 
scam. I've tried to leave honest reviews on this page as well as LawyerRatingz and they are 
always deleted even though they are real, legitimate reviews of my experience with his law 
firm. My reviews originally were not very negative, but I found out that if you say even a single 
negative thing in your review, somehow they get it deleted. Very dishonest. Aside from the fact 
that his office doesn't care about their clients, they illegally monitor and falsify their online 
reviews like the ones on this webpage. Do not trust this man. 
4 The review stated, falsely, that I am dishonest, that I am prejudiced against gay 
people, that I am having all negative reviews deleted, that I am illegally monitoring reviews and 
that I am not to be trusted. These statements are false and were designed purely to harm my 
business reputation and attack my personal character. There is no truth in the defamatory 
statements which were made maliciously and with knowledge of their falsity. 
5. The reviews posted were accessible by all users of the internet, and contain false 
and defamatory statements. 
6. The defamatory assertions are untrue and baseless, go beyond the assertion of 
personal opinion, are calculated to cause distress, to defame me, and to damage my personal and 
business interests and my livelihood. 
7. As the po stings are libel per se (false statements that infer that an attorney is 
dishonest are defamatory per se as they disparage me in my office profession or trade), I do not 
need to prove damages, the legal injury is presumed from the fact of publication itself. See, New 
Testament Missionary Fellowship v. E.P. Dutton & Co .. Inc.112 A.D.2d 55 (1 st Dept. 1985). 
8. I have suffered damages in the form of emotional distress and mental anguish, as 
well as damage to my reputation in the business community and with potential clients. 
9. I continue to be damaged by the posted review and its negative effects on my 
business. 
10. Upon information and belief, Google will only provide me with any information 
or documents with respect to the person or persons who posted the review if they are required to 
do so pursuant to applicable law, regulation, legal process, or enforceable governmental request. 
11. In this affirmation, we have set forth facts and law sufficient for this Court to 
compel Google to disclose the identity of the poster, including his/her/their name(s), addressees), 
email addressees), phone number(s), IP Address(es) and any other information that it may possess 
that would assist in ascertaining his/her identity(ies). 
12. A court may allow pre-action discovery if it is needed to aid a party in bringing an 
action against a potential defendant, but it may do so only by court order. See Matter of Cohen v. 
Google, 25 Misc. 3d 945,887 N.Y.S.2d 424 (N.Y.City 2009). 
13. In order to be to be entitled to this relief, however, the moving party must first 
show that it "has a meritorious cause of action and that the information being sought is material 
and necessary to the actionable wrong." Liberty Imports v. Bourauet, 146 A.D.2d 535, 536 (1 st. 
Dept 1989), Greenbaum v. Google Inc . .18 Misc. 3d 185, 188 (Sup. Ct N.Y.C. 2007) 
14. I have set forth the elements of a meritorious cause of action for defamation. 
Namely:(1) a false and defamatory statement of fact; (2) regarding the plaintiff; (3) which is 
published to a third party; and which (4) results in injury. Penn Warranty Corp. v. DiGriovanni, 
10 Misc. 3d 998, 1002 (Sup. Ct. N.Y.C. 2005). 
15. The information sought from Google is material and necessary, if! cannot 
ascertain the identity(ies) of the reviewer(s) with absolute certainty, I will not be able to 
commence a defamation suit. Such a suit would be properly commenced in New York County 
Supreme Court as I maintain my principle place of business in New York, New York. 
16. I have no other means available by which to identify the person(s) who are 
responsible for this attack on my character and my business. 
17. I request that this Court Order the Respondents to disclose the information 
requested, namely, the identities of the poster(s), so that the appropriate law suit for defamation 
can be filed. 
18. No prior application for the relief sought herein has been made. 
WHEREFORE, is respectfully requested that an order be issued, pursuant to CPLR 
§31 02( c), for pre-action disclosure, and compelling Google to identify the reviewer who posted 
the defamatory statement, together with such other and further relief as the court deems proper. 
Dated: New York, New York 
November 27,2013 
Google New York 
76 Ninth Avenue 
4th Floor 
New York, NY 10011 
Phone: 212-565-0000 
VERIFICATION 
MICHAEL S. LAMONSOFF, an attorney duly admitted to practice before the Courts of 
the State of New York, affirms the following to be true under the penalties of perjury: 
I am the petitioner in this proceeding; I have read the foregoing petition and know the 
contents thereof; the same is true to my own knowledge, except as to matters therein stated to be 
alleged on information and belief; and as to those matters I believe it be true. 
DATED: New York, New York 
November 27,2013 
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